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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . Claims 1-20 are currently pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the iavention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed xmder the treaty defined in section 35 1(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 2 1 (2) of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Clainns 15-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent 
Number 6,269,402 to Lin et al.. 

4. As to claim 15, Lin teaches a system for ensuring client access to unpaired messages 
from a server comprising: a request module configured to receive a client request (col. 3, lines 5- 
27, a request module is inherent to any server); a response generator which receives the cUent 
request from the request module and generates and appropriate response (col. 3, lines 5-27, a 
response generator is inherent to any server); an unpaired message module which analyzes the 
response message generated by the response generator and configured to distinguish a paired 
message from an unpaired message in response to a communication disruption between the client 
and the server and to store paired messages in a paired response data structure and unpaired 
messages in an unpaired response data structure (col. 3, lines 5-27, the unpaired messages are 
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stored in the session transition control block); and a response module which communicates 
paired and unpaired messages to a client (col. 5, lines 35-63). 

5. As to claim 16, Lin teaches the system of claim 15, wherein the unpaired message 
module is further configured to dynamically create the unpaired response data structure in 
response to a first unpaired response message (col. 3, lines 5-27). 

6. As to claim 17, Lin teaches the system of claim 1 5, wherein the response module is 
configured to automatically send all unpaired messages stored in the unpaired response data 
structure (col. 5, Unes 35-63). 

7. , As to claim 18, Lin teaches the system of claim 15, wherein the response module is 
configured to send all unpaired messages stored in the unpaired response data structure in 
response to a request fi-omthe client (col. 5, lines 35-63). 

8. As to claim 19, Lin teaches the system of claim 1 5, wherein the system is activated upon 
the server receiving an activation request fi*om the chent (col. 5, lines 35-63). 

9. As to claim 20, Lin teaches the system of claim 1 5, wherein the response module notifies 
the client when the unpaired response data structure contains at least one unpaired message (col. 
5, lines 35-63). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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11. Claims 1-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent 
Number 6,269,402 to Lin in view of U.S. Patent Number 6,877,036 to Smith et al.. 

12. As to claim 1, Lin teaches a method for ensuring client access to unpaired messages from 
a server, comprising: the server detecting and storing at least one unpaired message in an 
unpaired message data structure (col 3, lines 5-27, the session control block is the unpaired 
message data structure), the at least one unpaired message comprising a communication response 
for a specific cKent, the server distinguishing the at least one unpaired message from a paired 
message in response to a communication disruption between the client and the server (col. 3, 
lines 5-27, the unpaired messages are stored in the session transition control block); creating the 
unpaired message data structure in a server, the unpaired message data structure configured to 
store a plurality of unpaired messages intended for the client and utilizing a protocol which 
allows the cHent to request at least one impaired message stored in the unpaired message data 
structure (col. 3, lines 5-27, the stored messages are routed once the disruption is solved); 
however Lin does not exphcitly teach the unpaired message data structure being an unpaired 
message queue. 

Smith teaches the use of an output queue in a system for managing connections between 
chents and server (col. 8, line 65-col. 9, line 26). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Computer Networking art at the 
time of the invention to combine the teachings of Lin regarding a system for ensuring a client 
access to unpaired message with the teachings of Smith regarding the use of an output queue 
because the use of an output queue reduces the load on a server's CPU (Smith, col. 1, hues 15- 
44). 
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13. As to claim 2, Lin teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the method further comprising 
the server dynamically creating the unpaired message queue in response to the server detecting at 
least one unpaired message (col. 3, lines 5-27). 

14. As to claim 3, Lin teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the method further comprising 
notifying the server of a cUent request to enable dynamic creation of the unpaired message queue 
(col. 3, lines 36-42). 

15. As to claim 4, Lin teaches the method of claim 3, wherein notifying the server occurs 
during establishment of communications between the client and the server (col. 3, lines 5-27). 

16. As to claim 5, Lin teaches the method medium claim 1, wherein the method further 
comprising the server notifying the cUent when the unpaired message queue contains an unpaired 
message (col. 5, lines 35-63). 

17. As to claim 6, Lin teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the method further conq)rises: 
generating a request message to be sent from the cUent to the server- storing an indicator in 
request message to enable the client to distinguish between unpaired messages (col. 3, lines 5- 
27). 

18. As to claim 7, Lin teaches the method of claim 1, wherein utilizing the protocol further 
comprises allowing the client to request automatic transmission of unpaired messages stored in 
the unpaired message queue (col 5, lines 35-63). 

19. As to claims 8-14, they are rejected for the same reasons as claims 1-7. 



Response to Arguments 
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Applicant's arguments filed 2/14/2006 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. The appUcant argues the following points: a) Lin fails to teach or disclose analyzing 
the response message to distinguish paired messages from unpaired messages and storing paired 
messages and unpaired messages in separate data structures; b) the applicant's invention only 
claims a server and therefore allows for the use of a thin client; c) Lin fails to teach or describe 
the cUent sending a particular request for the unpaired message. 

As to point a), the applicant does not claim "analyzing the response message to 
distinguish paired messages from unpaired messages". The language of claim 15 claims, "an 
unpaired message module which analyzes the response message generated by the response 
generator and configured to distinguish a paired message from an unpaired message in response 
to a communication disruption". So as claimed in claim 15 analyzing and distinguishing are two 
separate functions rather than analyzing being a function of distinguishing as argued by the 
appHcant. Although the claims are interpreted in hght of the specification, limitations from the 
specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Gems, 988 F.2d 1 181, 26 
USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

As to point b). Claiming only features which deal with the server does not preclude a 
chent from having additional functionality. 

As to point c), there is nothing specifically claimed about the request. The Examiner's 
interpretation reads on the claims because all messages are responses initiated by a cUent request 
whether the messages are "paired" or "unpaired". 



Conclusion 
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20. TfflS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR M36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

21 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Douglas B. Blair whose telephone number is 571-272-3893. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30am-5pm Mon-Fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Caldwell can be reached on 571-272-3868. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
appKcations is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). I 




BUNJOBVlARbENCHONWANIT 
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